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REMARKS 

Claim 7 is amended to more clearly define the claimed invention, as suggested by the 
Examiner in a telephone interview on May 16, 201 1 . The Applicants wish to thank the Examiner 
for scheduling the interview. It is believed that this Amendment is fully responsive to the Office 
Action dated February 2, 201 1 . 

In the Final Office Action, Claims 1 and 8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wiedemann et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,448,792) in view of Chan (U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2008/0271271). Reconsideration and removal of this rejection are respectfully 
requested in view of the following remarks. 

The Office Acfion relies on Wiedemann et al. for teaching the range of movement of the 
bristles (0.5-3mm in the longitudinal direction) and the frequency of the back and forth motion of 
the bristles in the longitudinal direction (2,000 - 1 1 ,000 per minute). The Office Action admits that 
Wiedemann et al. does not specifically disclose the longitudinal direction is the only direction in 
which the tufted portion moves. The Office Action cites Chan and alleges that Chan teaches that the 
tufted portion of a toothbrush may be made to move in a longitudinal direction only, as a matter of 
preference. 

It is respectfully submitted that the tufted portion of the toothbrush of Wiedemann et al. does 
not have any movement in the longitudinal direction. The movement of the tufted portion of the 
toothbrush of Wiedemann et al. has a longitudinal component (8) and an axial component (9), as 
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shown in FIGS. 1 and 2. The actual direction of movement is always in a direction away from 
longitudinal. This is because of the combined action of the crown wheel (12) and the eccentric (24) 
with arm (26). It is respectfully submitted that Wiedemann et al. teaches that the preferred 
movement of the tufted portion of the toothbrush is in non-longitudinal directions at a specific 
frequency and distance. At column 2, lines 42-50, it is taught that an overall angular excursion of 
10° to 30° is advantageous. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that Wiedemann et al. does not disclose or suggest the 
presently claimed frequency and distance taking place in the longitudinal direction , as presently 
claimed. 

The Office Action further alleges that a toothbrush may be made to move in only a 
longitudinal direction only, as a matter of preference, and refers to Chan. 

Applicants respectfully submit that having knowledge of Chan would not make it obvious 
to modify the non-longitudinal directions of Wiedemann et al. to be solely longitudinal and have the 
disclosed frequency and distance, because Wiedemann et al. teaches that his non-longitudinal 
directions are necessary for good results in brushing teeth. Movement in solely the longitudinal 
direction would be completely contrary to the teachings of Wiedemann et al. 

In the Final Office Action, Claim 7 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiedemann et al. in view of Chan and further in view of Blaustein et al. 
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(U.S.Published Application 2003/0084525). Reconsideration and removal of this rejection are 
respectfully requested in view of the following remarks. 

Claim 7 depends from Claim 1 , which is discussed above, hi view of the above remarks, 
removal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

In view of the aforementioned remarks, Claims 1, 7 and 8, are believed to be patentable and 
in condition for allowance, which action, at an early date, is requested. 

If, for any reason, it is felt that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact the Applicants' undersigned agent at the telephone number indicated 
below to an-ange for an interview to expedite the disposition of this case. 

In the event that this paper is not timely filed, the Applicants respectfully petition for an 
appropriate extension of time. Please charge any fees for such an extension of time and any other fees 
which may be due with respect to this paper, to Deposit Account No. 01-2340. 



Respectfully submitted, 



KRATZ, 
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